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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Shirasaki (US 5,834,894). 

3. Regarding independent claim 1 , Shirasaki discloses an organic 
electroluminescent element comprising an organic luminescent material having 
electroluminescent characteristics and which suppresses generation of ultraviolet light 
(col. 7, In. 1 8-20), wherein the organic luminescent material is made only of a material 
that emits light having a wavelength of no less than 380nm and no more than 800nm 
(col. 6, In. 12-52). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent material being 
one of a plurality of organic luminescent materials which are contained in the organic 
electroluminescent element, and wherein each organic luminescent material emits light 
the color of which is different from the color of light emitted from at least one of the other 
organic luminescent materials (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

5. Regarding claim 3, Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent material being 
one of a plurality of organic luminescent materials which are contained in the organic 
electroluminescent element, wherein each organic luminescent material emits light 
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having a peak wavelength that is different from the peak wavelength of light emitted 
from at least one of the other organic luminescent materials (col. 6, In. 12-19). 

6. Regarding claim 4, Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent material being 
one of a plurality of organic luminescent materials which are contained in the organic 
electroluminescent element, wherein the organic luminescent materials include an 
organic luminescent material that emits red light, an organic luminescent material that 
emits blue light, and an organic luminescent material that emits green light (col. 6, In. 
12-52). 

7. Regarding independent claim 5, Figure 1 of Shirasaki shows a lighting system for 
suppressing generation of ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), the lighting system 
comprising a substrate (12) and an organic electroluminescent element (11) located on 
the substrate, wherein the organic electroluminescent element includes an organic 
luminescent material having electroluminescent characteristics and suppresses 
generation of ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), and wherein the organic luminescent 
material is made only of a material that emits light having a wavelength of no less than 
380nm and no more than 800nm (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

8. Regarding claim 6, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order 
to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where 
attraction of insects is not desired" does not result in a structural difference between the 
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claimed invention and the prior art. The structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing 
this intended use. 

9. Regarding claim 7, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order 
to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where a 
patient having a light-sensitive disorder is likely to be exposed to light" does not result in 
a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The structure of 
Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

1 0. Regarding claim 8, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order 
to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where a 
patient having xeroderma pigmentosum syndrome is likely to be exposed to light" does 
not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The 
structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 9, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must 
result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order 
to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
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instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting an exhibit" does 
not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The 
structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

12. Regarding independent claim 10, Shirasaki discloses an organic 
electroluminescent element comprising a plurality of organic luminescent materials 
having electroluminescent characteristics and which suppresses generation of 
ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), wherein the organic luminescent materials are made 
only of a materials that emits light having a wavelength of no less than 380nm, and 
wherein light emitted from at least one of the organic luminescent materials has a 
wavelength of no more than 800nm (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 1 , Shirasaki discloses each organic luminescent material 
emitting light the color of which is different from the color of light emitted from at least 
one of the other organic luminescent materials (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

14. Regarding claim 12, Shirasaki discloses each organic luminescent material 
emitting light having a peak wavelength that is different from the peak wavelength of 
light emitted from at least one of the other organic luminescent materials (col. 6, In. 12- 
19). 

1 5. Regarding claim 1 3, Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent materials 
including an organic luminescent material that emits red light, an organic luminescent 
material that emits blue light, and an organic luminescent material that emits green light 
(col. 6, In. 12-52). ■ 
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16. Regarding independent claim 14, Figure 1 of Shirasaki shows a lighting system 
for suppressing generation of ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), the lighting system 
comprising a substrate (12) and an organic electroluminescent element (11) located on 
the substrate, wherein the organic electroluminescent element includes a plurality of 
organic luminescent materials having electroluminescent characteristics and which 
suppresses generation of ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), wherein the organic 
luminescent materials are made only of a materials that emits light having a wavelength 
of no less than 380nm, and wherein the wavelength of light emitted from at least one of 
the organic luminescent materials is no more than 800nm (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

17. Regarding claim 1 5, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where 
attraction of insects is not desired" does not result in a structural difference between the 
claimed invention and the prior art. The structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing 
this intended use. 

18. Regarding claim 16, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where a 
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patient having a light-sensitive disorder is likely to be exposed to light" does not result in 
a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The structure of 
Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

1 9. Regarding claim 1 7, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where a 
patient having xeroderma pigmentosum syndrome is likely to be exposed to light" does 
not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The 
structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

20. Regarding claim 18, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting an exhibit" does 
not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The 
structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

21 . Regarding independent claim 1 9, Shirasaki discloses an organic 
electroluminescent element comprising an organic luminescent material having 
electroluminescent characteristics and which suppresses generation of ultraviolet light 
(col. 7, In. 18-20), wherein the organic luminescent material is made only of a material 
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that emits light having a peak wavelength of which that is within a visible light range 
(col. 6, In. 12-52). 

22. Regarding claim 20, Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent material being 
one of a plurality of organic luminescent materials which are contained in the organic 
electroluminescent element, and wherein each organic luminescent material emits light 
having a color of that is different from the color of light emitted from at least one of the 
other organic luminescent materials (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

23. Regarding claim 21 , Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent material being 
one of a plurality of organic luminescent materials which are contained in the organic 
electroluminescent element, wherein each organic luminescent material emits light 
having a peak wavelength of that is different from the peak wavelength of light emitted 
from at least one of the other organic luminescent materials (col. 6, In. 12-19). 

24. Regarding claim 22, Shirasaki discloses the organic luminescent material being 
one of a plurality of organic luminescent materials which are contained in the organic 
electroluminescent element, wherein the organic luminescent materials include an 
organic luminescent material that emits red light, an organic luminescent material that 
emits blue light, and an organic luminescent material that emits green light (col. 6, In. 
12-52). 

25. Regarding independent claim 23, Figure 1 of Shirasaki shows a lighting system 
for suppressing generation of ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), the lighting system 
comprising a substrate (12) and an organic electroluminescent element (1 1 ) located on 
the substrate, wherein the organic electroluminescent element includes an organic 
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luminescent material having electroluminescent characteristics and suppresses 
generation of ultraviolet light (col. 7, In. 18-20), and wherein the organic luminescent 
material is made only of a material that emits light having a peak wavelength of which 
that is within a visible light range (col. 6, In. 12-52). 

26. Regarding claim 24, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 

; order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art , 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where 
attraction of insects is not desired" does not result in a structural difference between the 
claimed invention and the prior art. The structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing 
this intended use. . 

27. Regarding claim 25, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where a 
patient having a light-sensitive disorder is likely to be exposed to light" does not result in 
a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The structure of 
Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

28. Regarding claim 26, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
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order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting a place where a 
patient having xeroderma pigmentosum syndrome is likely to be exposed to light" does 
not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The 
structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

29. Regarding claim 27, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in 
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In the 
instant case, the recitation that "the lighting system is used for lighting an exhibit" does 
not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art. The 
structure of Shirasaki is capable of performing this intended use. 

Conclusion 

30. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Mori (US 2002/0034657) discloses an organic electroluminescent 
device. Chou (US 6,165,383) discloses useful precursors for organic 
electroluminescent materials. Fujii (US 5,693,428) discloses an organic 
electroluminescent device. 
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for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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